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THE ADVOCATE OF PEACE. 



December. 



"The discussion of these treaties in open Senate will 
naturally awaken in the people a realizing sense of their 
responsibility, and also emphasize the fact that the issue 
involved is between them and the Senate. Although 
the Senate, theoretically, represents the States and not 
the people, I have no doubt that the thinking people of 
this country, rather than continue forever to carry the 
unnecessary burden of taxation they are now loaded 
down with in order to build battleships for junk piles 
at a cost of $40,000,000 each, including construction, 
operation, and maintenance during their life of only 
fifteen years, will make known to their Senators their 
views and their desires in respect to the ratification of 
these treaties, and thus prevent the work that has been 
accomplished by the head of our Government in the in- 
terest of international peace from going for naught." 



The Glory of Our Common Country. 

President S. C. Mitchell of the University of South Carolina. 

From an address given by Dr. Mitchell at the Conference of 

the Society for the Judicial Settlement of Disputes, 

Cincinnati, November 8. 

"Without stopping to enumerate the instances of arbi- 
tration such as "the Alabama claims," to which the • 
United States was a party, or the number of arbitration 
treaties which our country has entered into with other 
nations, or the cases which we have carried to The 
Hague for settlement, it must be plain that the present 
arbitration treaties arranged by President Taft with 
England and Prance are a natural outcome of American 
policies since the foundation of our government. Be- 
tween these three enlightened nations, such treaties 
make reason supreme, and express the faith of these 
countries in Justice rather than violence. 

These agreements mark an epoch in the history of 
the human race. They are the finest instance of the 
moral initiative of America. They are the crown of 
President Taft's achievements, and they are destined to 
be, if ratified, the glory of our common country. Our 
people believe in the principle of these treaties. And 
they are willing to accept the judgment of such lawyers 
as President Taft, Secretary Knox, and Senators Cul- 
lom, Burton, and Eoot upon the constitutionality of 
the treaties without amendment. 

Highly favored in position with continental domain, 
swept by an ocean on either side and inheriting princi- 
ples that make for the supremacy of justice and the 
maintenance of peace, we as a nation stand face to face 
with one of the greatest opportunities ever presented to 
mankind of advancing the well-being of our kind the 
world around. 

God has said: "I will make thee a great nation." 
Shall we, accepting in full the spirit of peace and the 
supremacy of justice, rise at this moment to the height 
of duty and clasp hands across the sea with the mother 
land and the friend who stood by us in the hour of need ? 

It is well -for the arbitration treaties in the Senate 
to be discussed fully from every point of view by the 
American people. Mr. Eoosevelt has come forward to 
challenge the wisdom of the proposed treaties, and citing 
modern instances, such as the war in China and the war 



between Italy and Turkey, as proofs that treaties are 
mere paper where the big stick is not on hand. 

His argument fails in several particulars. In the 
first place, misgovernment in China and Turkey has 
nothing to do with the question of arbitration among 
three so advanced nations as America, England, and 
France. The only proper inference from such cases as 
Turkey and China is that in making arbitration treaties 
we must be careful as to the character, stability, and 
justice of the governments with which we enter into 
agreements of this kind. 

The instances of Turkey and China are no argument 
against arbitration, but a warning that arbitration must 
for the present be confined to a few nations supreme in 
intelligence and justice. This is especially true of all- 
inclusive arbitration treaties, such as are proposed be- 
tween America, England, and France. To come within 
the circle of such an agreement, it is not merely neces- 
sary that a nation be strong, but also great in conscience 
and moral vision. 



The Peace Treaties with England and 
France. 

From the Independent of August 10. 

Last week, Thursday, a little after 3 p. m., in Presi- 
dent Taft's study, two of these treaties were signed — • 
those between England and the United States and 
France and the United States. The informality and 
simplicity of the ceremony added to its impressiveness. 
No speeches were made. Secretary Knox and Ambas- 
sador Bryce simply seated themselves on opposite sides 
of the table and affixed their signatures to the docu- 
ments ; that was all. Similarly the French Vice-Consul 
of New York and Secretary Knox signed the French 
treaty. 

The treaties were sent to the Senate- Friday and 
given to the public Saturday. They are substantially 
alike, and in no respect differ from the resume given out 
by the State Department on May 17 and commented 
upon editorially in our issue of May 25. 

There are only three points this week that we wish to 
consider in the treaties. They are the most novel and 
important. 

First. "All" disputes that are "justiciable" and can- 
not be settled by diplomacy are to be submitted to arbi- 
tration. Thus the scope of our existing arbitration 
agreements is expanded by eliminating the exceptions of 
questions of "honor" and "vital interests." Still the 
word "justiciable" offers a loophole to escape the re- 
course to arbitration, because a nation may claim a dis- 
pute is not "justiciable." In that case a Commission 
of Inquiry will decide whether the dispute is "justicia- 
ble" or not. If it finds it is, the dispute must go to 
arbitration. If not, there may be war. Thus it will be 
seen that the treaties do not absolutely provide ways to 
settle "all" differences by arbitration, as President Taft 
said he was willing to do. Still it is almost inconceiva- 
ble that a Commission of Inquiry would allow a differ- 
ence to go to the point of war, especially as either nation 
could cause its findings to be delayed a year in order to 
let heated public opinion cool off and diplomacy come 
into action. At any rate, the scope of the treaties is so 
much broader than anything now existing between world 



